T•I• vast lowlands of eastern
Diagnosis.--Similar to Grailaria dignissima Sclater and Salvin (1880) of Ecuador and extreme north'ern Peru but with upper parts less rufescent and with chin and upper throat white instead of bright ferruginous; jugulum and upper breast Pinkish Buff to Cream-Buff (capitalized color names are from Ridgway, 1912) instead of Ferruginous and with considerable black streaking provided by black edgings to feathers of these parts; belly pure white; feathers of flanks, as in dignissima, greatly elongated and with a white streak along rachis bordered laterally by Blackish Brown or Dusky Neutral Gray. Differs from all remaining members of the genus by its combination of colors, by the shape of its bill, by its exceedingly short tail (only about one-third length of wing), and by the number of its tail feathers (eight instead of ten or more).
Description of type.--Pileum and hind neck Medal Bronze becoming slightly more rufescent on the dorsum; feathers of upper back with narrow shaft streaks of white bordered terminally with black, these shaft streaks becoming increasingly wider on the lower back and rump; tail feathers eight in number and Dark Mouse Gray in color with faint touch of white on tips; lores Light Pinkish Cinnamon, much lighter than pileurn; auriculars Tawny-Olive; rictal bristles thin but prominent; chin and upper throat white, shafts with prominent terminal setae; jugulum and upper breast Cream-Buff, edged, at least narrowly in some feathers, with black; belly white; flank feathers greatly elongated and with shafts bordered by white and edged with Blackish Brown or Dusky Neutral Gray; color of wings in general like back but more rufescent, especially on the outer webs of proximal primaries and distal secondaries; under wing coverts between Pinkish Cinnamon and Cinnamon-Buff with some feathers edged with' black.
Variation among paratypes.--No sexual dimorphism is evident, but the only female has the sex questioned by the collector. The series exhibits little variation other than a tendency for some specimens to be slightly more heavily streaked with black on the jugulum and upper breast.
Measurements in millimeters.--Ten males (type specimen first, then overall ranges, followed by averages in parentheses): chord of wing, 100.3, 100.3-111.5 (104.4); tail, 36.0, 35.0-39.9 (36.9); exposed culmen, 25.8, 24.0-27.3 (25.7); width of bill at base of exposed culmen, 12.5, 11.0-13.1 (12.5); depth of bill at base of exposed culmen, 11.9, 11.0-11.9 (11.5); bill from base, 31.0, 28. Other subdivisions of Grallariinae that have been proposed remain to be considered. Ridgway (1911) recognized Hypsibemon Cabanis and Grailaria Vieillot as valid genera after having himself proposed (1909) two additional genera, Oropezus and Hylopezus. In his comprehensive work of 1911 he also included in this section of the family the genera Rhopoterpe Cabanis (= Myrmornis Hermann), Pittasoma Cassin, Myrmothera Vieillot, and Grallaricula Sclater. Todd and Carriker (1922) expressed opposition to th'e recognition of Hypsibemon and Oropezus, and Hellmayr (1924) and Peters (1951) rejected these genera, as well as Hylopezus, but unhesitatingly recognized Myrmothera and Thamnocharis, one of which, the latter, we believe should be rejected. These authors placed all the species that Ridgway assigned to Hypsibemon, Oropezus, and Hylopezus in the single genus Grailaria. Consequently Grailaria, as presently constituted (Peters, 1951 ; Meyer de Schauensee, 1966; and others), is comprised of many diverse forms, ranging from the large, immense-billed G. gigantea Lawrence and G. excelsa Berlepsch to the diminutive and comparatively thin-billed G. ochroleuca (Wied). If Ridgway is not to be followed by giving generic recognition to Hypsibemon, Oropezus, and Hylopezus, we believe that this large and diverse group needs at least subgeneric division, especially as the included species can be segregated into several well-defined groups. Accordingly we propose the recognition of Hypsibemon and Oropezus as subgenera and we advocate the restitution of Hylopezus as a full genus, all as herein redefined. We further recommend the retention of Pittasoma at generic rank, but, as noted above, we do not advocate recognizing Thamnocharis as a valid genus.
As Ridgway (1911) pointed out, Hylopezus is clearly differentiated from Grailaria. It is distinguished by (1) its small size, (2) the absence of scutellation on the tarsus, (3) the absence of a convolution on the inner edge of the tarsus, (4) the absence of rictal bristles, (5) the presence of a buffy "window" in the wing produced by at least the basal portions of the primaries being of this color, (6) the partial white coloration of the under parts with the chest more or less streaked with black, and (7) a tail less than half as long as the wing. Moreover, as recently shown by Heimerdinger and Ames (1967), the members of this complex possess sterna of what they designate as Types 5 or 6, whereas all members of Grailaria (in our sense) of which there are skeletons available have sterna of their Type 3. A Type 3 sternum is two-notched whereas Types 5 and 6 are each essentially four-notched, Type 6 being definitely so. Heimerdinger and Ames (1967) consider a deviation from a Type 3 sternum to a Type 5 or 6 sternum as being an important morphological variation and one that has considerable taxonomic significance at the generic level. They even suggest that the genus Grailaria (sensu lato) is a composite on the ground that perspicillata, fulviventris, and ochro.leuca have sterna of Types 5 or 6 instead of the Type 3 condition found in the other members of the genus.
Th'e disposition of Myrmothera is complicated by certain aberrancies of its two member species, especially M. simplex (Salvin and Godman). In our opinion M. campanisona (Hermann) is remarkably close to Hylopezus. It has many of the attributes of Hylopezus cited above and, in addition, our skeleton of the species has a sternum of Type 6, a condition characteristic of Hylopezus. The streaking of the chest of M. campanisona is not bold but is nevertheless clearly discernible. It differs mainly from the members of the genus Hylopezus in lacking any vestige of the buffy "window" at the base of the primaries that is so strikingly characteristic of the members of the genus Hylopezus. The situation with' regard to M. simplex is more confused. Paradoxically it is very similar in appearance to Grailaria (Oropezus) milleri Chapman and would indeed appear to be indistinguishable in the field on morphological criteria from that species if the two occurred together, which, of course, they do not. Unfortunately M. simplex is not assignable to the subgenus Oropezus, of which G. milleri is a member. The tarsus is only faintly scutellate instead of being prominently so, and the rictal bristles are greatly reduced instead of thin but Regrettably, skeletal material of members of the subfamily Grallariinae is extremely scarce. Although we have two skulls of G. eludens, we do not have comparable material of the subgenera Grailaria and tlypsibemon, and the only skull of the subgenus Oropezus we have been able to locate is that of G. quitensis, which unfortunately is so much smaller than that of eludens we cannot be sure the differences exhibited are not attributable to the overall massiveness of the skull of eludens. But such does not appear to be the case. G. quitensis and G. eludens both have palatines with the same basic configuration and ectethmoid plates of essentially the same shape.
Fortunately we do have available several complete skeletons of the genus tlylopezus and one of Myrmothera campanisona. As might be anticipated, Itylo.pezus shows marked deviations from Grailaria, at least in the material we have studied. In the three skulls of two different species of tlylopezus we have examined, the interpalatine processes are more prominent, the mediopalatine processes are much less folded laterally in their posterior extensions, and the ventral portions of the ectethmoid plates are decidedly more expanded (Figure 1) . In fir. perspicillatus the entire lateral edges of the ectethmoid plates protrude beyond the quadratojugal bar. The fact that such is also the case in our one skeleton of Myrmothera campanisona reinforces our contention that Myrmothera is dose to firylopezus. Pittasoma, as defined beyond, seems unquestionably deserving of generic status. We have not studied critically the genus Grallaricula Sclater in the present connection but note in passing that it is apparently a valid genus comprised of a well-defined group of species that probably should be placed next to firylo.pezus in a continuum of extremely large to extremely small forms in this section of the family Formicariidae.
In a recent paper Ames et al. (19'68) have shown that the recognition of the family Conopophagidae is not supported by their studies of the cranial osteology, sternum, syrinx, and pterylosis of the two genera presently contained in the family. They would include Corythopis in the Tyrannidae and return Conopophaga to the Formicariidae, where they would place it "in the neighborhood of Grallaricula and Grailaria." Because of its Type 5 sternum we would have it immediately follow Grallaricula where we would place it in a monotypic subfamily, Conopophaginae. The three skulls of Conopophaga peruv•ana available to us are strikingly different from those of the Grallariinae. Radically unlike the large members of that subfamily, they also differ outstandingly from even the small representatives, such as the species of the genus firylopezus (Figures 1 and 2) . The bill is considerably flattened and is much broader at the base than it is deep, a fact which alone precludes placing Cono- The following synopsis of genera and subgenera is concerned with the forms included by Hellmayr (1924) in his subfamily Myrmotherinae, but which we treat, as did Sclater (1890) Hermann) to the Formicariinae. Its extremely short tarsus, which is shorter than the commissure, less than two-thirds the length of the tail, and only slightly more than one-fourth the length of the wing, prevents its inclusion with the relatively long-legged Grallariinae. We have, of course, treated the species described since the earlier works were published. 
